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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
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LA VENDA VAN SCHAICK, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, INC. 
Defendant. 


Civil Action No, 
79-2491-G 


45 


DEFENDANT'S REPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR ASSIGNMENT OF MASTER TO SUPER¬ 
VISE DEPOSITIONS 


I. ALL OF THE DEPOSITIONS TAKEN BY DEFENDANT IN THIS CASE TO-DATE 
IN WHICH ATTORNEY MICHAEL J. FLYNN HAS PARTICIPATED HAVE BEEN 
CHARACTERIZED BY IMPROPER AND OBSTRUCTIVE TACTICS BY SAID ATTORNEY. 

In her response to defendant's motion for the appointment of a 
special master, plaintiff does not dispute defendant's description 
of disruptive and improper conduct by her counsel during the 
deposition of Robert Dardano. Rather, plaintiff maintains that 
the submission of the Dardano deposition transcript to the court 
creates "a distorted and improper perspective". Plaintiff 
apparently contends that the Dardano deposition was some sort of 
an aberration in the course of this case and does not, in itself, 
warrant remedial measures such as the appointment of a master to 
supervise subsequent depositions. 
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An examination of the deposition transcripts prepared in 
this case to date belies plaintiff's argument. Michael J. 

Flynn, plaintiff's counsel, has participated to date in three 
depositions conducted by the defendant, as counsel for the 
plaintiff, the witness, or both. In addition to the Dardano 
deposition. Attorney Flynn also participated in the deposition 
of the plaintiff and that of Warren Friske. As indicated by 
the Affidavit of Harvey A. Silverglate which accompanied 
Defendant's Motion for Appoint of a Special Master, the Dardano 
deposition was rife with instances of Mr. Flynn's answering 
questions for the witness, coaching the witness, rephrasing 
defendant's questions to his liking, and insulting both the 
defendant and its counsel. An examination of the Van Schaick 
and Friske deposition transcripts reveals these very same abuses. 
Instances of various forms of misconduct by plaintiff's counsel 
occurring during both of these depositions are set forth below. 

1. Answering the Question for the Witness . 

At various points during both the Van Schaick and Friske 

depositions. Attorney Flynn simply interposed his own response 

in lieu of the witness' testimony. 

Q: Who had ordered you to go through the P.C. files? 

MR. FLYNN: Well, for the record, in the affidavits 
it's an order of Mary Sue Hubbard; and those affidavits 
are on file in the Van Schaick Case, Mr. Silverglate 








